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!J.he 17th century: and that the general plan of the air-tight case 
Ss almost identical with that used by Mr. Baily in his pendulum 
Experiments ; although I was not aware of this until quite recently. 
Isl’he method of winding is, I think, the only thing which is new: 
“it, therefore, any merit attaches to the arrangement herein de¬ 
scribed, it is due rather to the aggregation of means conducing 
to the general result than to any special point of detail. 

1880, January . 


Notes on “ A Catalogue of 10,300 Multiple and Double Stars 8 fc.” 

forming Vol. XL of the Memoirs of the Loyal Astronomical 
Society. By H. Sadler, Esq. 

(Hours O-VL) 

Xo. for 
Reference. 

2. This is 316. Cephei. (Bode.) 

3. 2 2 ( 2 ) c.g. This star is not entered in the Catalogus Generalis as a 

double star, for Struve expressly states on the first page of that 
Catalogue: “ Stellse, quibus nullum adjectum est epitheton, ut 
6. 7 Pegasi, sunt stellse vere simplices, quantum hucusque com- 
pertum est.” It is one of the “ Stellse Primarise,” of which a 
catalogue is given on pp. xxxxviii to 1 of the Introduction (cf. also 
the JSumma Catalogi Generalis , on p. lxxx). The only claim that 
it has to be considered in any way a double star is that it is 
S.C.C. 2, but no reference is made to this. 

8. The N.P.D. should be 79 0 31', not 79 0 36'. 

14. 2.6. Add Rej. Rejected from the great catalogue because, being 

of Class iv. in distance, the companion is under the ninth 
magnitude. 

30. Cf. No, 3. The only reason for including it in a Catalogue of Double 
Stars is that it is S.C.C. 6. 

42. 02 3. This is identical with No. 62, 2 19, there being an error of 

2 m in the A.R. of the Catalogue of 1843. Cf. page 297 of Cata¬ 
logue rem et corrige, in the Recueil de Memoir es, &e. 

57. 2 18. In a note on No. 90. h 1018, Sir J. Herschelobserves: “The 

N.P.D., description, and measures agree well with those of 2 18, 
but the R.A. differs by 4“. Original observation examined. All 
perfectly regular and clearly entered. It can hardly be the same 
double star ” (p. 132). 2 18 is h 1018, there being an error of 4 m 
of R.A. and 2' of Decl. in the Dorpat Catalogue. Cf. 2 . P.M., 
pp. xc and cxv. 

67. 2 2i. Add Rej. Rejected in the Mensurce Micrometricce because the 

primary is less than the ninth magnitude. 

87. This is also <r 6. 

93. 2 26. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

120. Single, and therefore rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

128. Single, and therefore rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

130. The R.A. is i ,n in error; it should be o h 19™ 51 8 . Cf. P.M. “Notse 
Critiese,” pp. xciii, exii; also pp. 173 and 295 (reference on). 
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150. This is also S.C.C, 12. 

1S1 

■§■ 151. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1850, because the distance is f instead of 
iS, 4", as printed in the Catalogue of 1843. 

160. This is No. 163. 02’s place is correct. 

165. “There is no double star in this place; undoubtedly an erroneous 
observation of No. 211.’ Burnham. A reference to its observation 
in Catalogue IV (1030) shows this at once. 

172. Single. It has no claim whatever to be considered a double star. 
Cf. No. 3. 

181*. h 3042. (Read h 3442.) “The R.A. has been corrected for an error 
in R.A. of i h . J. H.” (Notes, p. 132). Notwithstanding this note 
of Sir J. Hersehel’s, this star appears again as No. 545. 

195. This is also Be. 2. It is also a double of Secchi’s, who independently 
discovered the duplicity of A. 

210. Single. Cf. No. 3. 

211. This is also <r 10. 

218. For OS 61, read 02 16. 

225. Cf. No. 3. It is o'11, but as 2 ] ( 45 ) c. g. it is one of the “ Stellae 
Primarice.” 

240. 2 50. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

248. Cf. No. 3. 

252. 2 53. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

261. Cf. P.M. pp. 212, 295. 

262. 2 56. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

268. 2 57. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. 

271. 2 58. Add Rej. Rejected because the distance is greater than 32". 

276. Cf. No. 3. It is <r 12. P.O. 175. 

278. Cf. No. 3. It is o'13. 

299. 2 66. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

315. The R.A is o h 45 m 16 s . Cf. P.M. p. cxii. 

318. It is Lacaille 240, B.A.C. 246. 

348. 2 81. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

355. This is 39 Andromedse. 

356. 2 83. Add Rej. Cf. No 14. 

364. 285. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

379. 2 89. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

398. 2 92. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

405. Cf. No. 3. It is S.C.C. 43. 

410. “Simplex.” 2 . Cf. P.M. pp. 213, 295. 

412. Cf. No. 819. 

417. Single, and therefore rejected in the Ca; alogue of 1850. 

418. This is identical with No. 420. It is 4 P. I Piscium. 

Z 2 
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|g| 419*. 2 95 = h 324. “ The R.A. and the position and distance of h 324 agree 
with those of 2 95; and an error of io' in N.P.D. has been 
IS! assumed in h 324, which gives 95 0 52' instead of 95 0 42'. J.H ” 

Cl (Note, p. 132). The Decl, given in the Catalogue Generalis is 

really 10' in error; and the N.P.D. should be 95’ 0 52', not 95 0 42' 
as printed on page 8 of vol. xl. Cf. P.M. p. xciii. 

429*. .‘‘ Notre etoile double n’est pas 34 Ceti, comme il avait ete indiqu 4 
dans le Catalogue de 1843”. Catalogue revu et corrige, p. 301. 

431. Single, and therefore rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

442. This is <734. 

450. 2 105. 1st. | Of. P.M. p. xciii. The places should therefore be 
455. 2 105. 2nd. ] reversed. 

453. 2 102 = No. 452, h 2033. Cf. 2 P.M. p. xc. The place of 2 102 in 

the Catalogus JSfovus should be increased by 2 m, i, and the Decl. 
diminished by 2'. Cf. P.M. p. exv. M.M. p. xxxvii. 

461. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

466. This is <r 36. 

476. The N.P.D. should be 114 0 29'. 

481. 5 116. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

494. The E.A. is i h too large. 

495. Single. Cf. No. 3. 

498. h 2044 = 2119 (No. 505) “ indubie ” 2 . Cf. also P.M. p. xciii. 

511. 2123. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

523. 2 126. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

527. 2128. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

539. The correct E.A. is i h 23™ 22 s . 

545. Cf. Note on No. 181. 

594. For S.C.C. 72, read S.C.C. 62. 

619. 2 152. Rejected in the Mensurce Micrometricm. 

620. 2151. Rejected in the Mensurce Micrometricce. 

632. The E.A. should be i h 30 s . Cf. P.M. p. xciii. 

635. h 643 = No. 643, 2 160. Cf. P.M. p. xc. 

644. 2 159. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

645. 2 161. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

656. 2 165. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

663. 2 167. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

671. 2173. Add Pej. Cf. No. 14. 

677. This is also R(2). 

678. 2 176. Add Pej'. Cf. No. 14. 

679. Single. Cf. No. 3. 

681. 2177. 2 >(i 62 ) c.g. is not 2 177. Cf, P.M. p. xciii. The E.A. of 
2 177 is ° m ’6 less than the one given. 
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692. “Etoile que je n’ai pas retailvee." 05 . It may be that some con 
fusion has arisen between this star and the preceding one. 

^697. 5 181. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

708. 5184. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

716. 5 188. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

720. 2 187. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

721. 2 190. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

728. This is o' 50. 

743. 2198. Add Bej. Cf. No. 271. 

752. 2 203. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

760. This is o' 52. 

764. 2209. Add Bej. Cf. No. 271. 

771. 2 210. Add Bej . Cf. No. 14. 

Greneralis is correct.) 

772*. 2211. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

783. Cf. No. 3. It is S.C.C. 85. 


(The R.A, given in the Catalogus 


792. This is S.C.C. 86. 

798. 2 220 is identical with No. 794, 2218. The place of] the latter is 
the correct one. Cf. P.M. p. cxv, M.M. xxxiv. 


809. This is Hh 55. 

819. “^Arietis. Not double.” Burnham. It is R 2), not R2. 

822*, Single, and therefore rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

833. This is identical with No. 86o, 2 246. 

843. Single. 2 observes in the preface to his “ Catalogus 795 Stellarum 
Duplicium ex diversorum astronomorum observationibus congestus, 
&c.” {Dorpat Obs. III. p. xiv.):—“ [Stellae] quibus autem asteriscus 
appositus est, ese seu in ccelo non ita inventse sunt, seu duplices non 
apparuere, ulterioremque partim poscunt disquisitionem.” The 
following stars contained in the first six hours of Vol. XL. fall 
under this category, not being included in other double star cata¬ 
logues:—Nos. 520, 813, 1238, 1914. 2125 (Mayer), 2256, and 2325. 


850. This star is single, and is the star 65 Arietis Boie). 


852. This star is not 65 Arietis (Bode), which is 4* p and 6' to the south. 

Cf. 2 . P.M. pp. 156, 174. It is incorrectly called 63 Arietis (Bode) 
in the M.M. p. 89. 

855. 2242. Add Bej. Cf. No. 271. 

856. 2 243. This is identical with No. 889, 2 256 : there being an error 

of 5 m in the R.A. of 2 243 in the Catalogus Sovus. Cf. M.M. 
p. xxxiv, P.M. p. cxv. 

864. 2 247. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

882. 2 253. This is identical with No. 897, 2 258 ; there being an error 

of 2 m in the JR,.A. of 2 253 in the Catalogus Noms. Cf. M.M. 
p. xxxiv, P.M. p. cxv. 

886. 2 255. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 
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887. This is Piazzi ii. 61, S.C.C. 96. 

893. This star is single. It is entered in the C.G. as “ vicina ad r 2 ] 233.” 
Cf. P.M. pp. xciv, 174. 

896. This is identical with No. 917. 

900. 2 259. Rejected in the M.M. 

912. 2 267. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. This star is, however, not 2 267 rej. 

Cf. Note on p. 295 of the P.M, and p. 174. On examining its 

place in the heavens 2 found that 2 267 was about 3'n and 8*f this 
star No. 912, which is C.Gr. 235. See PM. p. xciv. 

914. The A.R. may be I™ in error. Cf. P.M. xciv., and p. 195. 2 re¬ 
marks (p. 295) that the note on p. 195 makes it pretty certain, that 
the star observed (C.G. 236) can hardly be 2 264. 

925. For 2 239 read 2 269, and also in the note on p. 133. 

926. “13 Trianguli.” This star is not double, and it is not 13 Trianguli. 

Cf. P.M. pp. 156, 215. 

947. This is one of Struve’s “Stellse excludendse, quia in coelo non repertae 
sunt.” 

964. This is also o' 75. 

1007. The N.P.D. is i° in error, it should be 47 0 53'. Burnham states that 
this is identical with No. 1002; 02 thinks it is not the same. 
Nos. 1000, 1002, and 1007 are in the cluster 34 Messier. 

1016. 2 298. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1032. 2 304. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1036. 2 305. The N.P.D. should be 71° 20'. Cf. P.M. p. xciv. 

1042. 2 339. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1049. This is <r 83, = S.C.C. 117, = 02 47 Rej. 

1057. The seconds of R.A. should be 33 s . Cf. P.M, p. xciv. 

1075. 2319. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1077* This is one of Struve’s “ Stellse excludendae, quia examine instituto non 
duplices sed simplices apparuere.” 

1082. 2 327. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1120. Cf. No. 3. It is S.C.C. 125, which is the only reason for including it 
in a Reference Catalogue of Double Stars. 

1125*. 2 340. “ Not found by h in the place indicated. J. H.” (Note, p. 133.) 

23403s identical with 2 345, there being an error of i° in the 
Decl. of 2 340 as given in the Catalogus Novus. Cf. M.M. p. xxxiv, 
P.M. p. cxv. 

1129. This is S.C.C. 126. 

1130. This is identical-with No. 1132, & 2172 being A of 02 50 and a third 

companion. 

1135. ^348. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1136. 2347. This is identical with No. 1128, 2 343, the place of the 

latter being the correct one. Cf. P.M. p, xcv, &c. 

1141. Cf. No. 3. It is S.C.C. 125 (the companion was discovered by 
Schroter), and up to a year or two ago this was the only ground on 
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' 1143 - 

IT 45* 

ii75* 

1180. 


1197. 

1212. 

1217. 

1218. 
1237. 

1246. 

1256. 

1259*. 

1263. 

1272. 

1273. 

1274. 
1278. 

1283. 

1284. 

1286. 

1289. 

1293. 


which it could here iuehided in a Double Star Catalogue. It 

is one of 2’s “ Stella.- brim -.rire *' and it is on this account that it- 
appears in the C-r , G 7 < as No. 309. 

2 353. Add Rej. Cf, N . 67. 

2 354. Add Rej. Cf. Nu. 67. 

2 365, Add Rej. Cf. Xu. 67. 

2 366. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. Sine dubio in hujus stellse singula 

R.A.. a Preussio observaba err r 1' est commissus, et a C.Gr. minuto 
temporis est minuenda." P.M. xciv. The R.A. should be there¬ 
fore 3 h 4 m 24 s . 

2 373. Add Rej . Cf. No, 14. 

h 3565. The N.P.D. should be 109° n*. 

So mention of Jacob's companion. 

Cf. No. 3. As a “ double " star i: is S.C.C. 131. 

2 387. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

O 2 55. Rejected in fehe Catalogue of 1S50. 

05 56. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1S50. 

Mad. Dorp. xi. (1). This is identical wrh No. 1266. 

5 399. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

5 402. Add Rej . Cf. No. 14. 

5 404. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

5 405. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

The R.A. should be 3 h 2i m 52 s , the N.P.D. 10i c 44'. 

5 409. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

This is h 334, not 5 410 ; which is i :r 5* f and 3' 51" s. Cf. Burnham 
in English Mechanic, August 20th, 1S75, and 2, P.M . p. xciv. 

2411. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

02 58. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1S50, because it cannot be 
found. It may be identical with 5 414. with an error of 35' in the 
Decl. Cf. Catalogue revu tf corrigt-. 

2417. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 


1294. 2 , from a comparison with the oV serve, ti. n of this star in h Y, finds 

an error of I m in the R.A. of the C"- J ogm Generalis. It should 
he 3 h 26 m 7 s . Cf. P.M. p. xciv. 


1295. 

1324* 

I 325 - 

1326. 

1332 . 

1333 . 
1343 * 
1349 * 


2 416. Add Rej . Cf. No. 14. 

2 428. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

Cf. No. 3. It is S.C.C. 135. 

2429. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 432. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 433. Add Rej. Of. No. 271. 

02 61. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1S50. It is, however, double. 
2 441. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 
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:|i354. Single. 

|S[ /' << <rio5 = S 437 and S.C.C. 140. A doubt exists of these being 

!”!l362*. J separate double stars.” (Note, p. 133). S.C.C. 140 is a single 
"1363*. | star ’ 2 3 Fleiadum, and i s used by Smyth as a pointer to <r 105 

1376. 2451. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

1385. 2 454 is identical with No. 1369, 2 446; the place of the latter being 

the correct one. Cf. 2 , M.M. p. xxxiv., P.M. p. cxv. 

1386. 2 456. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

1411*. 2462 = ^2206. “The R.A. by A is 5 m less than that by 2 (in the 
Catalogus Genemlis), and a note to the observation by A in the 
fourth series of observations of double stars states that it is pos¬ 
sibly not the same double star.” (Note, p. 133.) For “ fourth 
series ” read “ fifth series.” A 2206 is, however, 2 462, and the 
R.A. of 2 in the C. G. is correct. Cf. P.M. p. xcv. A identifies 
his 2210^ with 2 462, but the two stars cannot be the same, as 
is evident from the description of 2210^ in IPs Fifth Catalogue. 

1418. This is o' 109. 

1431. 2467. “Nonest.” 2 , P.M. p. cxv., M.M. p. xxxv. 

1434. 2 468. This is identical with No. 1428, A 5458, there being an error 

of o m ‘9 in the Catalogus Novus. 2 , PM. cxv. 

1475. 2 488. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

1491. 2 492. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

1503. 2 496. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

1508. 2 497 = A 672. In note, p. 133, for 2 672 read A 672. 

1509. 2499. This is 2 499. 2 ’s double is 20 8 f and 4'north of this 

star. Cf. P.M. p. ccliv. 

1514. 2 502. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

1524. 2 507. This is identical with No. 1531, 2 513, there being an error 
in the R.A. of the former in the Catalogus Novus. 

1552. The R.A. is 4 h 8 m 12 s . Cf. P.M. p. 153, and the final correction on 

p. xcv. 

1553. This is the double companion of No. 1551. 

1557. 2 519. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

1567. This is cr 119. 

1574. 2 525. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

1596. 2 532 is rejected in the M.M. Cf. No. 67. No. 1596 is not 2 532, 
which is not in the C. G. but is “ vicina sequens ad 532.” Cf. PM. 
p. xcv. 

1606. 2 539. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

1609*. 2 541. Add Bej. Cf. No. 67. “ This appears likely to be the same 
double star as No. 1608, HA 116, 65 Tauri; the place was incor¬ 
rectly set clown in the MS. ; and so, perhaps, the probable identity 
escaped the author’s notice.” (Note, p. 133). 2 54 1 cannot be 

identical with No. 1608 ; it is possibly identical with a little pair 
of Re’s between k 1 and /c 2 Tauri. (A.N. No. 1979.) 
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Iii 637. 

,S, 

■co 1 

I3:i639. 

1641*. 


1650*. 

1652. 


“ 2 1 (445) c.g.” This is entered in the C . G . as “ vicina ad 549,” and 
is a single star. 

This is also 2 10 ; App. I. 

S 450. “This was entered in 315 . in pencil, as if a doubt existed of 
its being really a double star." (Editors’ note, p. 133.) The star 
is of course identical with No. 1645. 

The correct E.A. is 4 h 19" iS\ 

2 556 is rejected in the 31 . 31 . Ci. No. 14. No. 1652 is not 2 55 6, 
which is not in the C.G.. being overlooked on account of its faint¬ 
ness. The star given is single. Cf. P. 3 L p. xcv.; see also note on 
p. 295. 


>655- 

2 

555 - 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 

I 4 > 

1660. 

2 

557 . 

The A.E. 

of the 

Caiab, 



single observation, is 1 

■■■ in 



Cf. P.M. p. xcv. 



1667. 

Mad. Dorp. xi. 2. 

This is 

identi 


Madler’s E.A. being i m 45* in 

1673- 

2 

560. 

Add Rej, 

Cf. No. 

I 4 > 

1679. 

2 

561. 

Add Rej, 

Cf. No. 

* 4 * 

1691. 

2 

568. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 

* 4 - 

1706. 

2 

573 - 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 

* 4 - 

1722. 

2 

580. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 

14. 

1724. 

2 

581. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 

67. 

1737*' 

2 

586. 

“There is a 

. doubt of the < 


identical with 2 587. J.H.” (Note p. 134.) In Memoirs , vol. 
xxxv. p. 69, Sir J. Herschel remarks : “ There are not two distinct 
double stars, 2 586 and 587.” 2 himself shows the identity of his 

586 with 587 on p. xxxiv of the M.M., there being an error of l m 
in the R.A. of 586 in the Catalogus Novus. Cf. also P.M. p. exv. 


1739. 

This is 

not 2 585, 

the place in 1 


2 585 is 14 s preceding and 5' 


star, 

. Cf. P.M. 

pp. xcv. ccliv. 

1745 ' 

This is 

identical with 2 587, No, 

1750- 

2591. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 67. 

I 75 I - 

2 592. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 14. 

1755 - 

This is identical with No. 1742, 


error. See No. 

1737* swpra. 

1758. 

2 593 - 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 67. 

1760. 

The star is single. 

Cf. No. 3. 

*763. 

2594. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 67. 

I 766. 

2 597 - 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 14. 

1771*. 

h 684. 

“ Suspected to be the 



There is no doubt of 1 

1772 * 

2601 .< 

Add Rej. 

One of Strur 

1773 . 

2 600. 

Add Rej. 

Cf. No. 14. 
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I 1 ? 86 - 

loo' 
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Mr. Sadler , Notes on u A Catalogue 


Note to No. 1800. h 224of. “The measures agree with those of 2 
609, hut h has two observations closely agreeing in place.” (p.134). 

2 609 is h 2240^ which is also h 686 (No. 1786). No. 1793 is not 
2 609, which is not in the Catalog us Generalis, as the star given 
in the C.Gr. as 2 609 is a single star of the 7th magnitude i m 3® p 
and 6' 29" south of the true 2 609. Cf. P.M. p. xcvi. 

2 605. Add. Bej. Cf. No. 67. 

This is entered in the C.Gr. as “vicina ad 607,” and is a single star. 
2 607 itself does not occur in the C. G. 

2 610. No mention of the duplicity of A discovered by De. 

2 611. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 1 (487) c.g. Single. Cf. No. 3. 

The B.A. is 4 h 46“ 29 s . The N.P.D. is 115°. (Cf. Note, p. 134.) 

2 1 (498) c.g. This is entered in the C. G. as “ vicina ad 620.” It is a 
single star. 

2 624 = h 30. “ The minute of B.A. of h is 48. The observation is 

correctly reduced. J. H.” (Note p. 134.) 2’s place is correct. 

Single. Cf. No. 3. 

2 626. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 628. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

H h 145 is entered twice over, as No. 1873 and here. The correct 
place is that of No. 1873. It is undoubtedly 2 630. 

02 94. Bejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

2 1 (512) c.g. Single. Cf. No. 3. 

02 96. Bejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

2 641. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 642. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 647. * Simplex/ 2 , M.M. p. xxxv. &c. It is also S. C. C. 183. 

Single. 

2 650. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

This is probably identical with No. 1966, there being a mistake of i m 
in the B.A. of one of the two pairs. 

2 660. This is identical with No. 1972, 2 657; the place of 2 660 
being in error. Cf. M.M. p. xxxiv. P.M. p. cxv. 

2 662. “ The P.D. by the Dorpat Catalogue is 64° 15', and the same 

N.P.D. is to be found for this star in the Mensuroe Micrometricce , 
p. no; but in the Catalogus Generalis it is given as 94 0 15' 54"! 
J. H. It is entered in the present Catalogue with N.P.D. 64° 
167 ’ (Note p. 134.) The mistake in the C.G. is corrected on p. 
xcvi. of the P.M. The place of 2 662 is 5 h 5 111 30 s N.P.D. 64° 15'. 

2 672. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

2 682. Add Bej. Cf. No. 14. 

This is 22 Orionis. 
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’teference. 

J2057*. 2 699. “The X.P.D. of this star was set down in the MS. from the 
Catalogus G- /h n/A is 52' 17' 11". hut it is printed 52 0 7'on the 

i authority of three c-Uervadons of this star made at the Eadcliffe 

Observatory.’' • N- >tt? y. 154) The faulty decl. of the C.G. is 
corrected on p. xcvi. 0: the PM. 

2074. 2 707. The E.A. should u- increased by i m , and the N.P.D. di¬ 
minished hv 2'. 

2080. 2 703. Add Rej. Cf. X:. 14. 

2107. 2717. Add Rej. Cf. Xo. 14. 

2119. 2722. Add Rej. Cf. Xo. 14. 

2143. This is not 2 733. 2 733 precedes this star by 35 s . Cf. P.M. p. 

ccliv. No. 2143 is a single star. 

2153. Single. 

2162. This star is single. It is entered in the C.G. as “vicina ad 743 -” 

2165. This is also E (3). 

2167. This is identical with No. 2177. 

2173. This is not 133 Orionis (Bode). 

2176. 2746. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. 

2177. This is 133 Orionis yBode). 

2179. This is entered in the C.G. as “altera ad 743/’ and is a single star 
Cf. No. 2162. 

2181. This is 2 16 ; App. I. 

2193. 2 756. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2194. “2 757.” 2 757 is 35 s f. and 2.5' n. of No. 2194, which is C.G . 612, 

and is a single star. 2 757 is 3 s p. 2 758, on the same parallel of 
Decl. Cf. P.M. p. ccliv., the note on p. xcvi. being incorrect. 

2206. 2 760. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2220. This is identical with No. 2201, 2 758, there being an error of 2 m in 
the E.A. of 2 765 in the Catalogus Korns. Cf. P.M. p. cxv. 
M.M. p. xxxiv. &c., and see Xo. 2194. 

2224. 2 767. This is identical with Xo. 2315. 2 S06, there being an error 

of io m in the E.A. of 2 767 in the Catalogus Novits. Cf. P.M.ig. 
cxv, M.M. p. xxxiv. &c. 

2231. “ 2 773.” This is not 2 773. which is 25 s f. and 3' south of this 

star, which is C.G. 621, and is a single star. Cf. P.M. p. ccliv., 
and note on page xcvi. 

2233. This is Leporis 45 (Bode); the place being 5 h 31“ 47 s - I0 7 ° 59 '• 

2247. This is not 2 781, which is 24 s f. on the same parallel. No. 2247 is 
C.G. 628, and is a single star. Cf, P.M. p. ccliv. 

2263. 2 789. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2274. Single. Cf. P.M. p. 198. It is entered as “ Anonyma 7*7, prsece- 
dens 791.” 

2283. This is 133 Tauri. 

2287. 2793. MR Rej. Cf. No.*i4. 
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^12294. Single. 

1^! 1 

;Sj230i. For N.P.D. 144 0 34' read 114 0 34'. 

^■2305. Does not exist. Of. M.M. p. xxxy. PM. p. cxv. 

2307. 2 801. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2309. 2 803. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. 

2310. 2 804. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. 

2321. This is also De. 10. 

2327. “2 813.” This is not 2 813, which is o m, 9 /. No. 2327 is single, 
Cf. P.M. pp. xcvi. 158. 

2330. N.P.D. 16° 1'. 

2332. 3 812. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2336. Does not exist. Cf. M.M. p. xxxv. P.M. p. cxy. 

2344. This is identical with No. 2346; the place of the latter star being 
the correct one. 

2348. 2 1 (656) c.g. One of the “Stellae Primarise.” Cf. No. 3. 

2360. 2 1 (657) c.g. Cf. No. 2348. 

2366. 2 822. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2389. Rejected in the Catalogue of 1850. 

2393. 2 827. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2396. 2 828. “ Forfcasse locus ita erroneus, ut sit eadem ac 849, errore 7' 

in A.R. assumpto.” 2 . M.M. p. xxxy. Cf. P.M. p. cxv. also p. 
176. No. 2396 is a single star, and there is no doubt of the identity 
of 2 828 with 2 849. 

2398. “ Loco” 2 828. Cf. P.M. p. 176. The star is single. 

2405. 2 832. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2410*. 2 833. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. “This star was not seen by h, after 

repeated search for it. J, H.” (Note p. 134.) No doubt some 
confusion has arisen between this object and No. 2415, and 2410 
probably does not exist. R.A. of 2 833 in Catalogus Novus is 
5 h 53 m 5 s - “ Ni si A.R. = 54-5 ” ? 

2413. “2835.” This is not 2 835, the R.A. of which is 5 h 53™ 40*. Cf. 

2 Cat. Novus and h V. Cat. No. 2413 is C.G. 6ji, and is a single 
star. Cf. P.M. pp. xcyi. and 233. 

2415. 2837. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2416. 2 1 (672) c.g. Entered in the C. G. as “vicina ad 835.” The star is single. 

.2424. h 2292. This is identical with No. 2389, the place of the latter star 
being the correct one. 

2434. The star does not exist. M.M. p. xxxy. P.M. p. cxy. 

2435*. 2 843. Add Rej. Cf. No. 67. 

2436. 2 842. Add Rej. Cf. No. 14. 

2441. 2 1 (676) c.g. Entered in the C.G. as “vicina ad 846;” it is, however, 

a single star. 

2446. The N.P.D. should be 87° 51'. Cf. PM. p. xcyii. 
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